2 May 69 
Harold: 

I have your leters of °4 and 27 --pril. 

Thanks for the advice on llayboy. I'11 sit tirht wntil I 
have done a whole piece. You mow, I oririnally conceived this 
for distribution like the piece on the scope-sisht-- what a difference 
now. 

Re your suggestions on writing: In the interim before I received 
your letter I noticed that in my summary material i did not momzrizE 
tum note that dents occurred before firing primers. 1 made that 
change. It was a serious ommission. Il have made some changes 
regarding the use of "allegedly" with "Oswald ordered"; J will 
leave it with "allegedly" for a while, but 1 find the term cumber- 
some and may therefore revise and get around the problem some other 
way. Frankly, I have no quarrel with the assertion tha LHO ordered 
the rifle-- I don't believe that he ever received it (i.e. I think 
somebody else reveived it at his 7.0% Box) or ever possessed it, 
but I do think that he ordered it. An independent study of the 
handwriting on those questione documents was made and reported in 
the Journal of Forensic Sciences in 1966, and the independent report 
supported the WCs evidence that LHO oredered it. ‘J had planned 
to treat this later in the article, so as to keep the rifle out of 
LHO's hands and in somebody else's. 

Except perhaps in a footnote, I don't think that I will treat 
the issue of no fingerprints found on the shells. It is significant, 
but contentious. I already have solid material , sand don't plan to 
undermine it with slippery stuff that requires arrument. I would like 
the evidence to speak for itself. There is danger in overproving 
the case. I am soins to do a section on how other things look in 
the light of thés (i.e. CE 399, the frerments in the car, ete.) and 
may mention the lack of finrerprints there. YTresently, however, 

I see it as a tempting trap-- something somebody can eargure ahout-- 
and I want to vresint stuff about which there can be no argument. 

I shall bring in the role of the Commission lawrers in connection 
with suppression of info on the dents ( hinted on p.S paragraph 2). 
Comparison between photos of the rifle cases (3 evidence, and #razier's 
two tests) and photos of revolver tases is startling. 1 shall use 
that as a launching pad for other material on suppression, 

Frazier did his dirty work long before the Gommission was 
even thought of. The FBI is in deep-- loover himself, 1 think, for 
Frazier would not have acted without his approval. Surely Lisenberg 
Imew what to avoid, but it is hard to grasp smoke. Still, I'll try. 

Il think that there was no switching of rifle bolts. it was 
not necessary. 


Except as an appendix, my piece on the scope-sifht does not 
tie in directly with the cases. ‘hey are like rail tracks that 
run parallel, but they do not overlap. They belong in any piece 
dealing with LHO frame-up ceherally, but otherwise they are separate. 


archivist in letter to Michols indicates that there is a 
dent on the case mouth of one of Frazier's tests. ‘hompson does 
not mention this. \ithout photos or detailed descrintion I can't 
tell what the hell is going on. 


#razier Weighed bullets, but his testimony does not indicate 
whether they were fireé or unfired (3H430)-- I euess unfired. His 
weighings put the bullets between 160.5 and 161.6 grains. Difference 
of a grain or two has no effect on trajectory. 


) hehe 


BERN ABE] 


Owen 4s 


the oredipilitey sf dnvecttert ora 


THIS wilt BE THe LAST section — THERE WILL BE 
6THE MATERIAL INTERVENING BETWEEN THIS AWD 
ME STUFF L SENT Barone. 


Saward Jes Dystety is crocivert smone the neero= 

Philes who ren lor lr 197 hetin? tawe to the corpse 

of the -arren Nenort., Aatensibly 9 aritie of the 
Sommission, althourh in teet 5 nerverse hut intrenitd 
champion of the Tenniscsion'’s eanelnsion thnt. Lee Narvey 
Oswald was mm assascir ithe ussassin, I shoul! sei, 
Lystein and other deesitfnl sreonk:nts of his seemingly 
respectable ilk sre entet ly reeyousible for maintaining 


the Tictior thet the ccrnse Lives: wach time im tte 
course of these many yoarc when it was thought thiat the 


corpse finally was stilted, that we conld. at last bury 
the putrid cartéags, *’ neesopniles vould swish forth 
on efink the other oni da thety thing=-~ and ties do 
it well, for the sor7sd¢ »em.ins wiburied, « 

i shonid have emsrestzet that these neerophiles 


make love to the cornue, not with the corpse, for the 


darren Keport fives tues not even 1 wir-wag af the tail 
in amorous response te Shoir lusty efforts; there is 
nothing from vhich to irav enbatance-- it just lies there. 

Still, thes try, and judscing from tieir nersistence, 
J presume that they -: in sonsiftershle satisfaction in 
their toil, if not from the earnse itself, at lenst fron 
fTnose “ho pay them to keen the cornse intact, leoringe 

Lesh, smelling nice, 

"OQ &@ nerson lite me “ho minires the texture af the 
“ngelish Lanmisee and thri’is at its ahiltty even ‘to 
express lies with imneet and vith apt suecinctness, 
arstein's writirre ia eonenline, “pyetein is most sonesis 
ing yvhen he utters thines fist 2 ttish J had soid, Yor 
that reason, I guote cpstein vithout shame, just as I 
would readily duote™@! whore if ae said something snprov- 
riate about love, and if he suid it well. 

HO, from Edward Jisy Epstein, neecroohile, comes the 
aphorisn that Ll wish the render-sow to consider in the 
lirht of all that has been suid ebout the three cartridge 
cuses ond two, and alont Robert «. rrezier, chier ef the 
#irearmg Identification ‘nit ir the Laboratory ov the 
“edernal ureau of Inventiratiun, who did the worl: of 
assassins: 

THE) CREDI AL ATE oF FVIDSNCE: i$ 3.353 R.ve 
=MOn, LAD J. dts OF SVG sS..SuURG 

Thnt means thst iv we remiaiate the evidenee, if we 
enll the evidence a VWnr, ws veonliate the inve ‘toutoars, 
ve enll the investiruters “lira. Tt means that if tye 
evidence is torrmint, te dn seetdientars ove ecarrint. it 
means toAt a7 dt vos ‘ae f« tant of tie avtdinee arine tiv 


‘to deceive the nennle + ont the handy mairder of thetr 
President, itvwas “yw inten) at the invearieatare amie ter 
to. Ic-epive *he aed 'e kant the Pant: seter af thiear 
2PeoLient, sheir .reniteot, Far whaegeet’ es wat 








Do Il read you viione, +r, Dnatein and other | 
"fpqends” of the Warren Nevort, friends of assassins’ , 
Is that not what i+ meume: "The credibility of evi- | 
dence ig inseparable fron the erecitility of inve fsie- 
ators"? 
In the investipation that resulted in the “arren | | 
Report, as in no other jrvestiration that existed before 
it, the evidence is tne rroduct not of the assassinntion, 
not of the assassins, but of the investigators. «hen 
evidence should have expose the truth to blazing 
light, the-evidence itself was made the mournful shroud 
with which living truth was wrapped and buried in 4 
deep, dark hole. 

te the people did not want the investifrators to 
east pepper in our eves, but somebody wanted it, and 
4t happened, it really happened. 

we the people did not wish the memory of an inno- 
cent man’ to be vilified, hut somebody wished it, and 
the man was vilified, even by those who arranged that 
the name of innocence be synonymous with infamy. 

We the people were not prepared to lose a Tresident 
on November 22, 1963, but somebody wag prepared, even 
eager, andj’we lost him, 

fe the people did not desire to lose a President, 
not that President, not that way, not in a showér of 
blood, a puddle of, trains oozing over the back of & 
car, over the lap ofpkts-wife, but somebody desired i a 
and got it in spades. ! 

what of our shame, the enduring disrrece that we 
have incurred end compounded over these long years? 
hre we strong enough to endure it any longer, unseen, 
covered up like 1 gangrenous wound? Are we that strong? 
ire we brave enough to see what we have allowed otners 
to doin our name, in the name of the people’ To see 
what we have done’ To say what we are? 

Can't we let Lee Harvey Cswald go! Can't we let 
his undamned soul rest? | 

This much is certain: if, we lack the courage to 
love our ideals, to embraces truth even though she may 
requite us with anguish, to take action against perversity, 
then we shall never be better than we are today, and today 
we ere not good enough, we are not nenrly sood enourh, 
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